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Statement by Robert Klein, Chair of the Independent Citizens' Oversight Committee,  

Regarding Judge Sabraw's Ruling 

 

"On behalf of the California Institute for Regenerative Medicine (CIRM), our governing board and 
the patient, medical and academic organizations who signed an amicus brief in support of stem 
cell research, we are very pleased the court has denied many of plaintiffs' challenges to 
Proposition 71, and we have great confidence in the judicial process.  

We appreciate the time and care that Judge Bonnie Sabraw took in writing this decision-we are 
grateful for the depth of her opinion, the numerous citations and her extensive narrative 
supporting the conclusion that Proposition 71 is constitutional. She states that it is the 'Court's 
solemn duty to uphold an initiative, resolving all doubts in its favor, unless its unconstitutionality 
clearly, positively and unmistakably appear.' Judge Sabraw repeats this theme later in the 
decision, stating that 'all presumptions and intendments favor the validity of an Act,' and then 
goes on to rule that the California Family Bioethics Council has not met its burden of 
demonstrating that Proposition 71 is unconstitutional on 'any of the five grounds asserted.'  

Her explanation for denying these claims provides CIRM with a strong basis for moving forward 
successfully in this case. On the question of the constitutionality of Proposition 71, the plaintiffs 
have a high bar to clear in the hearing. They must introduce evidence that they have failed to 
introduce over the past year. We remain encouraged by this ruling and look forward to hearing 
what the court will permit on an expedited basis on December 6th.  

The CIRM looks forward to working with the Attorney General and Remcho, Johansen & Purcell, 
which serves as special counsel to the CIRM, as well as Munger, Tolles, and Olson, which 
represents nearly thirty national and statewide advocacy organizations, university and research 
hospitals and research institutions who have signed an amicus brief in support of Proposition 71, 
as the case moves forward. (http://www.cirm.ca.gov/pressreleases/2005/10/10-12-05.asp) . 

This opinion should be extremely helpful in providing broad support for the Bond Anticipation 
Note program of the CIRM. We believe it is critically important to demonstrate that democratically 
mandated scientific and medical research funding programs for chronic disease cannot be tied up 
in court by a small group that is politically opposed to stem cell research. For California patients 
suffering from chronic diseases and injuries, every day counts in advancing our understanding of 
disease and our search to improve therapies to alleviate human suffering. We look forward to the 
institute funding stem cell research during the course of the litigation."  

 


